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Application/Control Number: 1 0/5 1 7, 1 96 Page 2 

Art Unit: 3677 

DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because of the use of the legal language 
"said" (line 6), "invention" (line 1) and "inventive" (line 2) because the abstract is a summary of 
the technical disclosure and not the invention. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: The sentences "This 
object . . . main claim" (page 2, lines 1-2) and "Advantageous . . . dependent claims" (page 2, line 
1 1) are objected to as being superfluous as they are applicable to not just this application but to 
any and serve no useful purpose. The summary and objects of the invention are to be a concise 
description of the invention derived from what is set forth in the claims for those interested in 
this art and referring to the claims defeats the purpose. Cancellation of these sentences is 
required. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

A broad range or limitation together with a narrow range or limitation that falls within the 
broad range or limitation (in the same claim) is considered indefinite, since the resulting claim 
does not clearly set forth the metes and bounds of the patent protection desired. See MPEP § 
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2173.05(c). Note the explanation given by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences in Ex 
parte Wu, 10 USPQ2d 2031, 2033 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1989), as to where broad language is 
followed by "such as" and then narrow language. The Board stated that this can render a claim 
indefinite by raising a question or doubt as to whether the feature introduced by such language is 
(a) merely exemplary of the remainder of the claim, and therefore not required, or (b) a required 
feature of the claims. Note also, for example, the decisions of Ex parte Steigewald, 131 
USPQ 74 (Bd. App. 1961); Ex parte Hall, 83 USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); and Ex parte Hasche, 
86 USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). In the present instance, claim 1 recites the broad recitation "for 
sample elements" (line 1), and the claim also recites "in particular for sample cards" (line 1) 
which is the narrower statement of the range/limitation. 

The term "at least one holding body" (claim 1, lines 1-2) is followed by "has two holding 
bodies" (claim 1, line 4) renders claim 1 indefinite for the same reasons identified above in that a 
broad range is first claimed and then a narrow range "two" is claimed and this renders the scope 
unclear. Claim 1 recites "at least one handgrip" (last line) while there are numerous references 
to "the handgrips" (claim 2, line 2; claim 3, line 3) which implies more than one. As claim 1 
includes the possibility of only one handgrip, it is unclear what is being referred to in these 
dependent claims when there is but one handgrip. Further, the limitations "at least one handgrip" 
(claim 2, line 3) and "at least one holding body" (claim 2, line 3) appears to introduce anew 
further handgrips and holding bodies beyond what is already set forth in claim 1 . It is suggested 
that applicant utilize the appropriate definite article in these limitations to provide clear 
antecedent basis. Applicant repeatedly uses the construction "wherein which" (claim 1, line 
3; claim 3, line 2; claim 5, line 2; claim 6, line 2). This construction is formed by fragments and 
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in context appears to be a literal translation and is not written in idiomatic English. Extensive 
revision is required. The terms "the facing end faces" (claim 5, line 2) and "the passage region" 
(claim 5, lines 2-3; claim 6, line 2) lack clear antecedent basis. Obviously, the term "[sic]" 
(claim 5, line 3) and "fo" (claim 1, line 2) are inappropriate. The term "ring-like" (claim 1, line 
5) is indefinite because it takes a definite term, "ring", and changes the scope in some 
undetermined manner by adding "-like". The remaining claims are indefinite because they 
depend fi-om indefinite claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in pubhc use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of appUcation for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-3, 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 
Crandell (US 63785). 

Crandell (figures 1, 2) teaches a holder inherently capable of holding sample cards having 
eyelets therein comprising two holding bodies, b, b', forming a ring-like configuration, two 
handgrips, c, c', with one having an eye, e, acting as a hanging device for the holder, a spring 
loaded pivoted joint, D. 
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Claims 1-3 and 5-8 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 
Keep (US 535622). 

Keep (figure 1) teaches a holder inherently capable of holding sample cards having 
eyelets therein comprising two holding bodies, A, D, forming a ring-like configuration, two 

handgrips, B, E, with one, B, having an eye fully capable of being a hanging device for the 
holder, a spring, C, loaded pivoted joint, H, and beveled end faces, N, L, on the holding bodies. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/5 1 7, 1 96 
Art Unit: 3677 



Page 6 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the dirrci cnccs bciw eenthe subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a \vht)lc \v duIcI have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over either one of 
Crandell (US 63785) or Keep (US 535622) taken in view of Stebbings (US 8581 15). 

Crandell (figures 1, 2) teaches a holder inherently capable of holding sample cards having 
eyelets therein comprising two holding bodies, b, b', forming a ring- like configuration, two 
handgrips, c, c', with one having an eye, e, acting as a hanging device for the holder, a spring 
loaded pivoted joint, D. 

Keep (figure 1) teaches a holder inherently capable of holding sample cards having 
eyelets therein comprising two holding bodies. A, D, forming a ring-like configuration, two 
handgrips, B, E, with one, B, having an eye fully capable of being a hanging device for the 
holder, a spring, C, loaded pivoted joint, H, and beveled end faces, N, L, on the holding bodies. 

The difference is that the holding bodies don't form an oval. However, Stebbings (figure 
1) provides ample evidence that it is old and well known to form an oval holder (page 1, lines 
70-74). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for the holding bodies of the devices of either 
Crandell or Keep to form an oval in view of Stebbings (figure 1) teaching that it is old and well 
known to form an oval holder (page 1, lines 70-74). 
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Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Crandell 

(US 63785) in view of Keep (US 535622). 

Crandell (figures 1, 2) teaches a holder inherently capable of holding sample cards having 
eyelets therein comprising two holding bodies, b, b', forming a ring- like configuration, two 
handgrips, c, c', with one having an eye, e, acting as a hanging device for the holder, a spring 
loaded pivoted joint, D. The differences are that while the pointed end, a', of the holding body 
b' fits in socket, a, of holding body, b, it isn't stated that the faces complement each other (claim 
5) and the passage region isn't lateral in applicant's sense from the joint. However, Keep (figure 
1) teaches a holder inherently capable of holding sample cards having eyelets therein comprising 
two holding bodies. A, D, forming a ring-like configuration, two handgrips, B, E, with one, B, 
having an eye fiiUy capable of being a hanging device for the holder, a spring, C, loaded pivoted 
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joint, H, and beveled end faces, N, L, on the holding bodies spaced laterally from the joint in the 
sense of applicant's device. Therefore, it would have been obvious to modify the holder of 
Crandell to have the structure taught to be usefiil by Keep. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. The patent of Keep (US 279170) teaches pertinent holder structure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JAMES R. BRITTAIN whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7065. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 5:30-2:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, J. Gay can be reached on (571) 272-7029. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from tlie Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EEC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/James R. Brittain/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3677 

JRB 



